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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . In response to Applicant's remarks filed 02/1 8/90, page 7 regarding claim 1 , that 
Shah and Carroll do not teach "a software switch which enables toggling back and forth 
between activation and deactivation states of the basic and enhanced features" as 
recited in newly amended claim 1 . Examiner notes that Applicant did not comment on 
the teaching of Treyz in the remark. Applicant should submit an argument under the 
heading "Remarks" pointing out disagreements with the examiner's contentions. 
Applicant must also discuss the references applied against the claims, explaining how 
the claims avoid the references or distinguish from them. Therefore, Examiner assumes 
that Applicant agrees with the teaching of Treyz, in the office action dated 08/19/09 in 
which Treyz teaches a wireless communication system that can implement interaction 
of cellular communication system. The system is capable of providing user selections 
between voice recognition levels such as being able to select different languages to use 
during voice control (see col. 73, line 57 to col. 74, line 7. In this case, the computer 14, 
taking voice commands from the user to switch from a native language (basic feature) 
to another language such as a foreign language (enhanced feature), must have a 
processor programmed with instructions to perform the switching and translation as 
commanded by the user. This teaching of Treyz arrives at the newly added limitation of 
claim 1 .). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1,4,5,9,11,13,14,16,1 8-28, 30, 31 , 46, 47 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shah (US 6,029,065) in view of Carroll et al. 
(US 8,859,699) and further in view of Treyz et al. (US 6,526,335). 

Regarding claim 1, Shah teaches a mobile voice communication device comprising: 
a wireless transceiver circuit for transmitting and receiving voice communications and 
for receiving data (see figs. 1-5); a digital processor (see figs. 1-3); and a memory 
storing application program code which when executed on the digital processor causes 
the mobile voice communication device to provide predetermined functionality to the 
user of the cellular phone, said predetermined functionality having basic features, said 
application program code having a deactivated state in which the mobile voice 
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communication device provides said basic features to the user (see figs. 1-5; col. 11, 
line 38 to col. 12, line 22). In this case, the state before the base station 200 activates 
the Enhanced Vocoder feature of the mobile reads on the deactivate state of the 
present invention. However, Shah does not disclose activating and deactivating 
enhanced features through a wireless transceiver circuit and by a transmitted key that 
was sent by a remote source to that mobile voice communication device. Carroll, in an 
analogous art, teaches a Network-based method and system for distributing service 
data for various types of service processes and models, including software applications, 
specifications, user's manuals, or parameters, etc, over a data transmission network. A 
remote service provider maintains a database of the data. The database is updated 
frequently. The remote service provider generates an activation code based on a 
product code submitted by a valid user. The activation code is then sent to the user for 
activating the downloaded service data (see figs. 1, 2; col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 9). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to provide the above teaching of Carroll to Shah in order for the 
combined system to receive most updated additional software or programs through an 
activation done by the service provider as taught by Carroll. 

Still regarding claim 1, Shah and Carroll do not mention having multiple levels of speech 
recognition in his peripheral (basic and enhanced levels or of toggling between multiple 
levels of speech recognition. Treyz, teaches a wireless communication system that can 
implement interaction of cellular communication system. The system is capable of 
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providing user selections between voice recognition levels such as being able to select 
different languages to use during voice control (see 96; col. 73, line 13 to col. 74, line 7). 
In addition, Treyz also teaches a software switch for toggling back and forth between a 
first state and a second state, wherein the first and second states represent a 
deactivated and activated basic and enhanced features respectively (see col. 73, line 57 
to col. 74, line 7. In this case, the computer 14, taking voice commands from the user to 
switch from a native language (basic feature) to another language such as a foreign 
language (enhanced feature), must have a processor programmed with instructions to 
perform the switching and translation as commanded by the user. This teaching of 
Treyz arrives at the newly added limitation of claim 1 .). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to provide the above 
teaching of Treyz to Shah and Carroll in order to obtain a system as recited in claim 1 
for the purpose of wirelessly providing user options (as taught by Carroll) to speak in 
their native language or foreign language as preferred when using the voice recognition 
function as taught by Treyz. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches the transmitted 
key is an activation key that switches the application program code from the deactivated 
state to the activated state (see Shah, figs. 1-5; col. 11, line 38 to col. 12, line 22). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches the transmitted 
key uniquely identifies the selected device among the plurality of wireless 
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communication devices (see Shah, col. 8, lines 17-48. Also see Treyz , col. 73, line 13 
to col. 74, line 7). 

Regarding claim 14, the claim includes limitations as that of claim 6, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches prior to 
selecting one of the plurality of wireless communication devices on which to send the 
key, sending a message to the selected device for notifying a user that the enhanced 
features are available after a trial period for a fee as this is a well known marketing 
strategy of cellular service providers (see figs. 1,2; col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 9 of 
Carroll. Also see Treyz for clarification). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches that the key is 
an activation key that uniquely identifies the selected device among the plurality of 
wireless communication devices (see Shah, col. 8, lines 17-48. Also see Treyz for 
clarification). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches prior to 
selecting one of the plurality of wireless communication devices on which to activate the 
enhanced functionality, sending a message to that device providing notification of the 
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availability of the enhanced features for a fee (see Shah, col. 11, line 38 to col. 12, line 
22. Also see Treyz for clarification). 

Regarding claim 16, the rejections of claims 1 and 3 are herein incorporated. 

Regarding claims 18,19,20,21,22, examiner takes official notice that the limitations 
recited in the claims are well known in the art. Also see Treyz for clarification. 

Regarding claim 23, the rejection of claim 6 is herein incorporated. 

Regarding claim 24, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches the digital key 
is transmitted by at least one of a carrier and a service provider (see Shah, figs. 1-5; col. 
11, line 38 to col. 12, line 22. Also see Treyz for clarification). 

Regarding claim 25, , the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches he digital key 
corresponds to at least one of a password and an encrypted key (see Shah, figs. 1-5; 
col. 11, line 38 to col. 12, line 22). 

Regarding claim 26, the combination of Shah, Carroll and Treyz teaches the enhanced 
functionality is activated by a carrier associated with the mobile communication device 
(see figs. 1 ,2; col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 9 of Carroll. Also see Treyz for clarification). 
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Regarding claims 27-28, 30, 31 the rejection of claim 9 is herein incorporated. 

Regarding claim 46, Shah, Carroll and Treyz once combined teaches that the first state 
is the deactivated state and the second state is the activated state (see Treyz, col. 73, 
line 57 to col. 74, line 7; and see Carroll, col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 9). 

Regarding claim 47, Shah, Carroll and Treyz once combined teaches that toggling from 
the second state to the first state is accomplished by receiving through the wireless 
transceiver circuit a second key that was sent by a remote source to that cellular phone 
(see Treyz, col. 73, line 57 to col. 74, line 7; and see Carroll, col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 
9). 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment filed 02/1 8/09 necessitated the new ground(s) of 

rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 

See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 

forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7851 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW ANDERSON can be reached on 571-272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MINH DAO 
/MINH D DAO/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



/Matthew D. Anderson/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



